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had won.     The  effort  proved  fatal   to  him  and  to  his
house.

Such then is the connexion between the Tudor and the
Stewart periods, and especially between the reigns of Eliza-
beth and James I. We shall hardly understand the Tudor
system if we confine our inspection to the days of its
splendour. It is only by studying its fate under the
Stewarts that we can fully grasp its chief peculiarity, the
essentially popular basis on which it stood. On the other
hand, the policy of the Stewarts will be unfairly estimated,
and the deeper reasons of their failure will be missed, unless
we examine their conduct by the light of Tudor history.
To the Tudor despotism the nation, as a whole, was a con-
senting party, because the sovereigns of that line protected
its higher interests and in the long run gave effect to its
wishes. It resisted and finally overthrew the despotism of
the Stuarts, not because it believed an autocratic system to
be intrinsically bad, but because under the new regime it
was misapplied. In any case the Tudor methods of govern-
ment must eventually have been relinquished, for the nation
had outgrown the tutelary stage. But great political changes
are rarely, if ever, demanded by large masses of men as
ends in themselves. Power is only coveted by a class or
a nation, as a means for securing its interests, be they
spiritual or material. Had the Stewarts been far-seeing
statesmen, the political change might have been long deferred,
and despotism might have been almost insensibly meta-
morphosed into constitutional monarchy. Unfortunately
the rulers were blind to the national development and its
inevitable results, while they were led by circumstances and
their personal predilections into a position of hostility to
the national will. They can hardly be blamed for standing
on their rights, for, so far as their main contention was
concerned, law was in a manner on their side. Their
fault lay in abusing these rights, in supporting the abu.se by
straining the law and perverting custom, and in ignoring
the fact that rights, so abused and so defended, cannot be